28  January  1946,  page  12 

(i.  What  was  the  question  about  the  extraterritorial  rights 
that  you  referred  to  back  a  little  while  ago? 

A.  This  extraterritorial  right  was  enjoyed  by  almost  all 
nations  at  one  time,  Including  the  Japanese.  Following 
the  Influx  of  Japanese  colonists  Into  tilanchukuo  It  was 
realized  that  the  freedom  of  taxation  enjoyed  by  them 
would  create  Inequality  and  an  unfair  state  of  affairs 
for  the  Chinese.  And  It  was  deemed  necessary  that  this 
extraterritoriality  should  be  abolished  to  equalize  the 
situation.  In  the  railway  zone  both  Chinese  and  Japanese 
were  not  subject  to  taxation  and  this  also  was  a  situa¬ 
tion  that  had  to  be  remedied. 

You  conducted  the  negotiations  with  the  head  of  the  Army, 

General  UEDA,  yourself,  did  you? 

A.  I  was  one  of  those  who  conferred  with  General  UEDA. 

<1,  And  who  were  the  others? 

A.  Mr.  OKASHI,  Vice  Foreign  Minister,  was  another  who  con¬ 
ferred  with  General  UUDA. 

And  you  and  the  Vice  Foreign  Minister,  Mr.  OHASHI,  sug¬ 
gested  a  plan  for  working  this  out,  did  you?  If  so, 
what  was  the  plan? 

A.  This  was  not  exactly  a  plan,  but  a  recommendation  to  be 
forwarded  to  the  Japanese  Government  that  steps  be  tokott 
for  the  abolition  of  extraterritoriality  In  the  railway 
zone. 

Vihat  action  did  they  take  on  that  recommendation?  That 
Is  the  Japanese  Government. 

A.  Late  in  1936  or  early  in  1937  as  a  result  of  the  Japan- 
Manchukuo  Treaty,  the  desired  result  was  obtained. 

Page  13 

Was  It  necessary  to  take  up  with  the  head  of  the  Kwentung 
Army  all  bond  Issues  which  were  issued  by  Manchukuo?  1 
am  limiting  It  to  this  period  of  1932  to  1936. 

A.  It  was  not  necessary  to  refer  such  matters  to  the  Kwan- 
tung  Army,  but  support  was  usually  requested  from  this 
source. 

(i,  V/ere  there  any  cases  that  you  remember  over  the  period 
of  1932  to  1934  In  which  the  Army,  or  the  head  of  the 
Kwantung  Army  refused  to  give  support? 

A.  No. 

In  1935  bonds  to  the  value  of  140,000,000  yen  wore  is¬ 
sued  for  the  purchase  of  the  North  M'anc^5«Lletttl^^W*Wf^i.toois  .org/doc/40e3d6/ 
from  the  Soviet  Government,  at  which  time  I  came  to 
Japan  several  times  In  connection  with  the  flotation  of 
these  bonds. 

And  did  you  get  the  approval  of  the  Kwantung  Army  in  that 
case,  too? 

A.  It  was  not  necessary  for  me  to  obtain  the  approval  of  the 
Kwantung  Aroiy.  Hather  than  approval,  It  was  the  moral 
support  as  stated  previously. 
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A. 


A. 


Did  the  Bureau  take  any  action  towards  interesting  people 
in  making  investments  in  kanchukuo  during  this  period 
1932  to  1936?  I  mean  did  they  take  any  action  towards 
interesting  people  in  developing  industry  in  Uenohukuo? 
Great  efforts  were  made  to  sell  shares  of  newly  established 
companies  amongst  the  population  in  taenchukuo* 

Was  it  your  department  so  for  os  the  Uanchukuo  government 
was  concerned  that  had  charge  of  that  during  the  period 
1932  to  1936? 

This  department  was  cu  inly  concerned  in  a  sort  of  sales 
ounpaicn  to  have  those  shores  held  by  as  many  people  as 
possible . 


31  Jonuory  1946,  page  17 

^Prom  Proa.  i.x.  No.  453-A,  page  12.  V*hat  was  the  reason 
that  the  Kwontung  Army  mode  any  objection  to  the  Zaibatsu 
making  investments  in  Monchukuo? 

A.  The  army  in  general  did  not  oppose  the  Zaibatsu  but  there 
existed  such  an  atmosphere  among  the  Kwentung  officers. 

The  Kwantung  officers  believed  thet  since  the  Zaibatsu 
monopolized  industry  in  Japan  auch  should  not  happen  to 
the  industries  in  kanohukuo.  Therefore,  the  opposition  on 
the  part  of  the  arny^j/ 

(4.  How  did  you  feel  about  it,  Ur.  Hoshino? 

A.  Since  I  did  not  believe  that  the  Zaibatsu  monopolized  in¬ 
dustry  in  Japan  I  felt  that  anyone  could  go  into  Manchu- 
kuo  end  make  investments  in  industry. 

Page  19 

Q.  Did  the  Chinese  incident  come  as  a  surprise  to  you? 

A.  It  was  a  surprise  to  me. 


4  February  1946,  page  3 
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A. 


A. 


V/as  General  HC’NJO  in  Manchuria  when  you  went  there? 

Yes. 

State  what  conv^r sot ions  you  had  with  him  about  the  Man¬ 
churian  incident  in  Ji.ptumber  1931? 

I  have  never  ttJJied  e'ilh  General  HONJO  concerning  the 
Manchurian  incident. 


i.  Did  you  ever  talk  with  General  ITAGAKI? 

A.  I  have  never  talked  with  General  ITaGaKI  concerning  the 
Manchurian  Inc^ei^.  A 
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ebruery  194c 

Did  you  become  a  member  of  the  Imperial  Rule  Assistance 
Association? 

Well  not  in  any  particular  sense  but  as  a  member  of  the 
Cabinet.  I  was  en  advisor  of  the  society.  All  the  Cobl- 
net  Ministers  were. 

You  were  on  officer  of  that  assoc  iotlOn^UI^L:  http://www.legal-tools.org/doc/40e3d6/ 

Were  you  on  the  Board  of  Directors  or  any  permanent  com¬ 
mittee? 

Yes,  1  was  a  member  of  the  comnittoe.  1  was  called  upon 
to  become  a  member  of  a  committee  to  study  health  matters 
after  my  resignation.  It  was  for  the  study  of  tubercu¬ 
losis. 
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7  February  191^6,  pope  18  (continued) 

fit  So  that  la  all  you  did  with  that  assooiotion? 

A.  Yes,  that  is  all. 

Page  19 

Q.  In  the  spring  of  1940,  did  MATSUOKA  go  to  Germany  and 
Italy? 

Yes. 


A. 

c. 

A. 


A. 

. 

A. 


And  whet  was  the  result  of  his  trip  to  Oer-in.^ 

I  had  rerlgned  when  H>.?SU0KA  came  back  8°  ^  L5  ?he 

I  doa  t  the  dtlails  or  tne  secret  details,  but  tne 

most  ur.i:  >rtar.t  reoult  of  the  trip  as  a  wnole  was  the 
Russo-Japanese  Treaty  of  lion- Aggression. 

And  that  v/os  signed  about  the  middle  of  April? 

Yes. 

And  was  it  considered  at  the  Cabinet  meeting  at  which  you 

No^.^'l^-iiar^t  attend  such  a  Cebir.c.t  naotlng.  I  hud  already 
raaignel  in  April  and  since  I  vo  traveling  during  Maich 
I  did  not  attend  any  of  the  Ceuiuet  meetings. 


26  February  1946,  page  5 
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A. 


A. 


A. 


Now.  Wr.  lloshino,  you  stated  that  you  were 

the  Plenning  Board  until  April  1941.  Ii/hat  did  you  do 

For*^hGlf  a  year  thereafter  I  was  doing  no  npccl'  l  Job, 

I  was  visiting  various  parts  of  the  country. 

And  whet  were  the  visits?  Of  a  business  or  of  a  pleaou. 

nature?  .  .  t 

It  was  mostly  private  trips,  except  at  one  time  I  dia 
make  a  speech  in  regard  to  certain  Chuchiku  covings.  I 
had  been  in  Man.mur'.e  for  a  mimbor 

fore  I  made  this  trip  to  see  the  condition  of  the  coun 
try. 

What  was  the  reason  1  or  the  collapse  of  the  Third  Konoye 

I  did  not  know  ao  t.n  t  ♦lae  the  reason  for  I  had  been  out 
on  many  trips  ei;xe  betv;ecn  Au.ijst  and  October,  however, 
afterward  I  did  heir  that  the  Kunoye  Cabinet  collapsed 
because  there  was  intornul  friction. 


page  6 

Q.  How  did  you  happen  to  become  Secretary  of  the  Cabinet, 

A.  Thoro  was  no  special  reason  except  that  I  had  *‘®“ 

Quested  to  become  the  Cabinet  Secretary 

To Jo.  At  that  time  I  had  already  purchased  a  ticket  in 

anticipation  of  coing  to  Korea.  PURL:  http://www.legal-tools.org/doc/40e3d6/ 

ft.  You  and  General  TOJO  were  old  friends,  were  you  not, 

1*1 ,  Hoshino?  ,  ^ 

A.  I  would  not  say  exactly  old  i*rd«>‘ds,  however.  To  Jo  was 
in  Uanchurla  for  about  two  years  at  the  time  i  was  ana 
that  Is  how  I  came  to  know  him  and  Mso  when  Tojo  was 
the  Minister  of  War  and  I  was  on  the  Cabinet  Planning 
Board . 
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26  February  1946,  pege  6  (continued) 

V/ho  appointed  you  as  president  of  the  Cabinet  Planning 
Board  originally? 

A.  Prince  Konoye. 

page  7 

v4.  Did  you,  os  Secretary,  attend  all  of  the  meetings  of  the 
Cobinot  Mr^  Hoshino? 

A.  1  did  r.c-t  ett^;::d  an  e  Cabinet  member,  however,  I  did  sit 
in  on  the  meetlnpa.  TJmre  also  were  two  other  persons 
that  sot  in  on  this  conference.  The  legislative  and  the 
Intelligence  membei'o  In  on  these  conferences. 

0..  As  Secretary  of  thu  Cabinet  Board,  did  you  hove  a  vote  • 
on  any  of  the  questions  presented  there? 

A.  No,  no  rigiits  for  a  vote. 

7  February  1946,  page  16 

Did  you  keep  notes  of  the  Cabinet  meetings  during  TOJO*s 
regime? 

A.  No. 

4.  Did  anybody  else  In  the  Cabinet  ke^p  any  notes,  or  minutes, 
or  memorendum? 

A.  No,  the  president  of  the  Informotlon  Bureau  gave  whatever 
information  there  was  to  the  newspapers. 

26  February  1946,  page  8 

'4,  ^rom  Pros.  £x.  No.  2225,  page*  15  •  I  am  advised,  I.r. 
noshlno,  that  you  were  the  closest  man  In  the  Cabinet  la 
Gcnerol  TOJO.  How  about  that? 

A.  As  the  Chief  Secretary,  I  was  the  closest  to  TOJO,  how¬ 
ever,  I  can  not  soy  that  I  was  the  closest  advisor. 

I  am  odvlsed  that  you  ^Iso  were  a  strong  supporter  of 
TOJO's  war  policy.  Is  that  not  correct? 

A.  I  have  not  been  -ek-t  any  advice  by  TOJO  previous  to 
the  war,  nor  heve  1  , 1'x  n  rny.  I  have  Just  carried  out 
Instructions  as  e  aee.'utrry. 

7  February,  1946,  page  Bo 

Did  the  Prime  Minister  sry  anything?  ^t  Imperial  Con¬ 
ference  of  1  December  1941/ 

A.  He  explained  the  situation  os  it  was. 

4.  Whet  did  he  explain?  a.  I  don’t  remember  exactly  what  was  . 

(4.  What  was  it  In  substansc?  saia^ 

A.  noughly  that  If  the  negotiations  did  not  succeed  during  • 
the  beginning  of  December,  there  would  be  war. 

11  February  1946,  page  14 

,  _  _  PURL:  httn://www.legal-tools.org/doc/40e3d6/ 

((•  Were  you  present  at  this  Imperial  Conference? 

A.  Yes,  I  was  but  not  us  a  member. 
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7  Februcry  1946,  pcct»  28 

(<,.  Did  you  make  uny  si^gcstlona?  Privy  Council  meeting 

of  8  Decembor  1941/ 

A.  I  wos  not  pormlteed  to  express  anything. 

11  February  1946,  page  13 

V/us  the  Chief  of  the  Inforroetlon  Board  present  at  the 
meetisc  r>f  the  Privy  Council? 

A.  I  belie'":-  ha  was  pitjont  though  I  Cannot  say  definitely 
that  ne  v/aa ,  Ar.  tiie  Chief  of  the  Cabinet  Information 
BouiO  e.id  ;tyae]f  cs  'av.2.1  aPo  not  memoors  we  v/ould  not 
have  ti  at  tend  the  n-iCttngs  except  those  that  pertained 
to  our  d'-tlas  s-o  tli;  t  po5si<)ly  he  may  have  attended  this. 
If  they  vero  cil  /tii.ist^'rs  it  would  be  compulsory,  more 
or  less,  tc  attand  tacsc  meetings,  but  as  theso  people 
are  merely  in  lias,  of  duty  on3.y  and  not  as  a  member  I 
would  not  be  able  to  s^y  definitely  that  they  Wure. 
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